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Wherein the firſt Fdition by an E- 
Piſcopal-Divine is Corrected and A 


mended. 


And his Arguments are clearly Ex- | 


poſed and Anſwered. 


| By the Preclyterian conceined Aeg 
Prov. 1 14 16. The Fool rages and js cos fdent. 1 


VE 2 9. Tet Michael the Arch. Angel when conten- 
with the Devil, he diſputed about the Body of 


.., Moſes, durſt not bring againſt him a railing pr 
tion, bai . 5 LORD rebuke thee. 
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the-cold we. it N Pa: 
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2 ener un willing to trouble either the Preſs or the Workd 
with any łhing of this Nature; yet being molt in ju iouſl/ treated 
and that in a matter ef Publick- concern by ene who calls him- 
„ felt an Epi copal Divine in bis printed Pamphlet, entirufed, In- 
e en 47 214. reckon my felt; obliged to give 2 457 Repte⸗ 


ſentatien ot that whole Debate Wherem Las by an utter Sutprize ep gaged, 


that ſo the judicious and Impartial may judge bath of him aud me. 


In Fun laſt I went into a Stationets Shop to enquire fot a Book that 


Ideſigned to buy, beſide thoſe concerned in the Shop, there were two 


Men ſitting ctoathed in Black and Bands about their NC, neicher of whom 
I knew, I asked the:Youth that kept che Shop, if ſuch a Book was there? 
be offered to (ell me à Pamphlet, called, tbe 


I anſwered, I had got one of them already, and that I ſuppoſed by that time 
there Was an Anſwer to it in Print. Wbereopon one of the foreſaid Strang⸗ 
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ert ſpake ſame words; and I liking to be Civil to all Men, did Reply to him 
again, and ſome tew Sestences palt to and again in a way of Civil dii- 


courſe I do remember that then I taid, 1 ſuppoſe G:arl-men you may b. E- 


pi capal Miniſters, ( your Habit makes in- 14 thinkſ>) there ſeems 10 be no meed of 
making ſo much ado for 4 Tolcra ion, eing any of you that arc d:ſ:rving may be 
rece. ved into Communion with FP: esbyterians upen caſie Terms, ard there is 
nothing that is ſiaull i quired of any o you in order 0 Church:Communion, One. 
of them Replyed, cannot comply with ibeir Terms, for they requirc art 
oi Fault, and te profi ſi our Keprntgr ce for Officiating under Epiſcepacy, 
ciſe they will not recti ve ut; and that we cannot do, (He that ſpake thoſe - 
Words, was the Man that made the following Debate, the other that ſeem - 
ed to be the difcreeteſt, held his Peace, ard a little after, went away) 1 
(aid to him, there is no ſach thing required by the Aſſembly in the formuls' 
they have condeſcended upon (v the Aſſembly i694.) he faid, be knew - 


it wasrequired, and I told him, I knew no ſuch thing, 


Then inttartly be ſaid, Me cannot comply wih tie Terms off: red, becauſe - 
We h Epiſcepal Government in the Ghurch to beef Divine luflirurion, ant: 
that le we ready to prove it to be ſo; adding, 1het is is c vid nt from Timo-- 
thy. and Titus their Superioriiy over#boſe who Tere ordain d by ib-m, that there: - 
is and ouzht to be an Inparu among Paftors, Notwithlianding theſe his words, 


I did not then think the man deligned to debate ſueh a point in ſuch a place, 


but only in a way of givil eenference to diſcourſe a little, and fol replyed eo + 
him, that I believed, Try and Fita were ex'raordinary Paftors, being 
Evangelifls, and from an Imparity between them, and theſe ordained by them 


(who were but ordinary Paſtors) It could not be inferred that there ought 
to be aſtanding Imparicy, among Ordinary Paſtors, for tho one office in the 


Chureh be Superior to another, yet theſe af the ſame office are equal in reſpect 


of power; one Apoſtle was not above another, nor one Evangeliſt above a- 


nather, and che ſame is to be ſaid of ordinary Paſtors, all of them being of 
the ſame office, or Church officers of the ſame kind, none of them is ſupet ior 
in power unto another; He ſaid he would not debate now, for one Apoatile's 


beiug above another, &c, Nor againſſ that, that ordinary Paſſ ors are of the 
ſame office in the Church, but ſhll he did hold that Timothy and Tirus were 


not extraordinary but ordinary paſtors, and yet were Biſhops above the pre- 
* byters in Apheſur and Crete I told him that the presbyters in Eph ſur and 
Crete were Biſhops according to theſe ſeriptures, Ad, 10. 19, with 8 ent 
Tir.t 5 6 And that Iſaw no ground to think there were any other kind of 


Biſheps above them. | 


Then he ſpake mare crabbed like, whether he hath faithfully reported 
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his then words in pege 23, of his Pamphlet, I ſhall neither affirm nor deny, 
ſome of ic, I o not remember that i heard, bat thy I do mind, that he 
faid, Trmothy was not an E vangeliſt; And | Replyed, he was evjvined to de 
the Work of an Evangeliti, and that feemed to imply he was an Evangelift ; 


I did nat then quote the place, bat it is 2 Tir, 4. 5, I cannot raw call to 
mind hat he taid in Anſwer thereunto; but ſomeching be did ſay, and that, 


as it werte, is Paſſion, take the Words as he Reports them himfelf, in the 
laft Paragraph of Page 23, he ſays, that T:morby was wt cade 4a Ev.ng-litt, 
and what then? Stephen was not called a Deacon in expreſs Terms. yet he 
was a Deacon; 80 becauſe Timothy is nat exprefl; called an Evangeliſt, it 
cannot be inferred that be was no Evangelit; he fays, Truly, r1howgh Riz 
ſi po Epteſus, might have done the Mik ef an Evangeliſ & c. that he was Biz 
ſnop of Epic/us, cannot be made out, but it is clear from the Tex: he was 
called unto the Work of an Evangeliſt, and ebliged to de it without any fach 
BDittinRion of Places, ar.d S:aſous as this Man iuinuat,; and hone there is 
more ground to think that the Wark of an Evangelili was the Work of 1:- 
mothyts Calling. and Function, than to thick it was bat a By-work, which 
new and then, and in ſome plages he might try his band upon. oo 
Ia the ſame place of this Pamphblet I perceive he limits the Evangeliſts 
Work, meerly unto Preaching and Bap'iting ; aid if there was no more of 
it bat that, than the Work of the meaneſt Paſtor doth go beyond it; for he 
hath Power not only to Preach and Baptize, bur accardirg to the Scripture, 
to Diſpenſe the LOR Ds Supper. &c, Now it feems to be abſurd to ſay that a 
Parith Pattor's Wark is greater than an Evangeliſts was; what if it ſhould be 
faid, that the Evangelifls Work is comprehenive of all thoſe Minifterial-pr- 
formances required, and recommended unto Timothy and Titus in the'e E- 
pitiles directed unto them, I doubt if my Adverſary can diſprove it, : 
remember he went on, and ſpake to this Purpoſe, that the Q+eokers had 
as good Ground for what they ſaid agairfl a Standing- Miniftry by Parity, 
calling it Temporary, as Presbjrerians had to ſay, that Timorhy and Titus 
were extraordinary O-fcersz; And he asked me a Reafon, why the one 
might not hold as well as the other? I told him, the Q, were agaipſt a 
Standing Miniſtry without regard either te Parity ot Imparizy, and we have 
ſufficient Gronnd from that Scripture, Marth. 18. 19, zo to maintain againſt 


them that there is, and will be a Standing- Miniſtry to the Worlds end; for 


an 1-»perity among ordinary Paſtors, it did not yet appear from the Scripture, 
Then he ſeemed to be very paſſionat, 1 defired him to reſtrain his Paſhon, 


and to ſpeak Soherly to me, as I did ta him. He ſaid to this purpoſe, it was 


bis manner, and he could not help it; But he would prove an Imperity a- 
8 | meng 
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ä mog Ordibaty⸗paſſors by en impregnable Argument; I told him, it was 


not time and place convenient, being in a Pablick-Shap-; but if be bad any 
thing to lay to me, I might be found at my Chamber, He asked my Name 
Wen I told him, as alto the Place I Ladged at. So I thought I had done 
wich him tor that time, and was about to come away. 

But ere ever I turned about, he brake out again, faying, he would write 
his argument pretently, and ſee what I could tay unto it; I defired to wave 
it tor the rarelaid Keaſon, but he urged me with ſuch vehemency, that a8 
length 1 gave way uuto bim. Befare he began to write, he asked me, it 1 
would not give bim a written Anfwer ? I ſaid, it he wrote an Argumert in 


Form to prove an 1mperity among Ocdinary Paſtors, I would not refuſe to 


Aniwer it, and he ſeemed to me to promite he would do fo. Furihwith be 
he got a piece Paper, and fella writiog z; The Werds, he fays, he wrote to 
me, ate as tollaws, When Epiſcopal Divine i argue from the known Texts inthe 
Eprftlcs to Timothy end Titus for Imparity among Paftors of the Ghurch, the 
Fcesbyterians anſzer Timothy eng Titus were extraordinery end temporary 
Officers in the Church, wher:bythey acknowledge the Goipel Minz , Imparityy 
but jay that it was tcemporary, when the Presbyterians'argue from the ſame Known 
Texts for a Standing MiniAryin Parity by laying on of the Hands of the Prevby. 
eri. Thc Quakers and or ber Sc g rien Anſwer, that rbat Minifiry by Parity & 
laying on ef the Hands of the Prezbytery, war extraordinary, temporary. adapied 
70 the Infancy of 1h: Church, and not 10 be comtinucd for aſter Age,; now | de- 
fire to know a Reaſon, why on and the ſame Reaſon given by the gectat ians ſhoyld 
no: be relevant again Presbyteriang arguing for s Standing Miniftry by Parity, 
Fc. as well as thy repute their Anſwer relevant gain Epiſcopal Divines ar- 
guing at ſaid ii. And Id fire to k-ow bow thr ſe Presbyterians cas prov: 4 S an⸗ 
ding M;niftry by Parity from bg Trx's, ich m the Imparity 51 4 Clear as the 
Minifiry end it, perp tus! Duration, And when he had done, he gave me 
the Paper, deſiring me to ſubjoin my Anſwer, Itobk it from him, and read 
it (I cannot now alter ten Weeks time cemember if his printed Wards be the 
ſame that he then wrote) after reading I told him, he had net formed any 
touch Argument as he promiſed, and I conld net Anſwer that which was not. 
Arthis he was enraged, and eryed gat, wi you wir An, wer me as ze pros 
miſed, ill you break yeur Pro-mmſe 7 He was ſo loud, that ſame gathered into 
the Shop. and aboat the Door. I told him again and again, he had not offe- 
red mea formal Argument to give an Anſwer unte. as he had undertaken ; 


Nevertheleſs he made ſuch a Noife, and preft me ſo hard to write ſomething, 


that at laſt, I took the Pen, telling hin, I could not write an Anſwer to aa 
argument, when there was none; but I would write fomewbat which be 
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might Impugn if he plesſed Then 1 wrote ſome few Lines, not as an Ans 
[wer to his, though he calls ie ſe in bis Pamphlet, but as a Memorandum uns 
to him of what was under Debate, and what he had to Impugyo, it be inclins 
ed yatg it; and this he might have underfiogd trum what 1 wrote, though I 
had not told him. 1 do not now exactly remember what wis written, and 
theretore mati take it upos truſſ from his repurt in pag,25,0t bis ſaid Pamphlet, 

After heread the words, he ſaid, this is no Aolwer to my Argument, I 
told bin, I bad no Argament before me to anſwer. What, ſaid be, is there 
no Argament? you the Prineipal ot a Colledge, and does not undes Hand 
an Ar goment, you ate indeed a brave Pri..cipal, At which, IImiling, ſaid, 
he was miſtaken ; and this was as Oyl to the Fire of his Paſſion, which furtber 


broke out, in a number of bieter Words, which I did not tetan; and aa 


laſt, with a Bravatie, he pat up the Paper, (wherein both he and I had wtit-⸗ 
ten) into bis Pocket. It this was diſcreetly done, I leave to others to judge. 
However, in my written Wards, as he reports them, Fictt, The Cale ons 
der Conlideratien is briefly Stated, bar wwbich is under Conſideration, 1, Whcz 
tbr there be an Imparity among thoſe of the ſame Offict in the Church, This, he 
ſoys, is adown riyhtFalſhogd, But let him cemember, that I bad armed 
onto him, that Ordinary Pallors are all of the ſame Othce and Kind, anc he 
had faid he would not contravertit, and nevettheleſs held that there was an 
Tmparity among them, which I denyed, and he undertook to prove, though 
in his Pamphlet, he makes all to run in his own Channel, yet ſomething of 
this may be gleaned even from his own Wards at the end of Page 22 and in 
Page 23. of his Pamphlet. New when Lſaw he had written no Argument to 
prove his Point, as was undertaken; but that he had manifeſtly ſtrayed from 
the thing in Hand, and ran out in bis needleſs Queries, asking Reaſons of this 
and that, and ſeeing he had preſt me to write, Ithought it belt to reduce him 
again, if polſible, to the Point under Conſideration; v hich was as I wrote, 
viz Whether there'be a7 Imparity emong rhoſe of zhe ſame Office in 116 Church, ar. 
"ordinary PeRurgare 7 and he may as well ſay that Truth is a Falſhood, as to 
lay, that this was a Falſhaovd, The. thing it ſelf, as truly reprefented, de- 
clares the contrary of what he averrs; Aud does he thivk the Witne ſſes ſo 
lilly, as to Atteſt a Truth to be a Falſhood, | by: ; 
Acter this brſt Sentence of my written Words, there are next two things 
therein that Iſay are aſſeteed by Presbyterians. 1. That tbere is ns Imaparity = 
mong thoſe of the ſame Office, as all ordinary Port are. This was the very 
thing he undertook to Retute, but has not yet done it. 2. Ther Dioceſan⸗ 
P, bart mo warrant from Devin Influaution, 10 be Office- Bearers in 1he 
Church, Theſe are the Aſl:rtions that I (aid are largely written pon. _=_ 
Gneed 
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bed to be maintained againſt aby Opponent. He ſays, I Wrote, By any 
Opponent. II it was ſo, it was cyror Manus, not Mentis; ang it it was _ 
thet wie, he is either miftaken, or has taiſreprefentedit, © 
: The Secend of the foreſaid Aſfertions, that Dioceſan: Prelars beve n 10 Ad 
rant from Divine Inſliturion. This, he ſays is but weer cant and ſham and 
it this be his way to Re fute it, it is eaſie for him to Re fute any thing: but he 
adds ſome what in the cloſe of page 25, viz, That there ere no Paxocheal: Pref 
byrtcre, more than Doc: ſan: Prelars; becauſe there were no Diocrſer divided iris 
Per ches, & o He tells us not when it was ſo, but I gueis he means the firſt 
primirive Times; and what doth all that make for hm, he will grant tbat 
nce the primitive Times, there have been Dioccſas- Prelats; avd whatdeth 
be fay for the Divine Inſtirttion of their Othce in oppoſition eo tbe former 
Tb /:- juſt nothing to the purpoſe, wot 
There was a Clauſe fart in the words 1 wrote; as reported by "FER viz, 
Tf any who #pprors for thet Interef Simbe lie avith Quakers it connor bc belp- 
ed. That which gave occalion for it, as remember, was this, he ſeemed 
to me to ſpeak ſomething more favourably of Quakers than of Precbyrerians, 
and to juſtifie the one more than the other; be had (aid before this, 5: will 
n ver be Presbyterian, and be will mever foin with Presbyterians, be 624 rather 
Join with; e e And becauſe of this, it was, that ſomething to this purpoſe 
was written. Bat what needed the Man turn then fo furious, and what moves 
him yet in page 26. of bis Pempblet, to vent ſuch fooliſh Invectives, he calls 
bimſelf a D vine, but an ordinary Cheitlian may fee that his words ſavour 
neither of Divinity nor Humanity 
WV ben ſaw his Paſſions riſe to ſo great -abeighr, 1 do profeſs I was trou- 
bled in my ſelf for being ſo long in ſuch a Mans Company; and I would 
- gladly. have been gone, got from any fear of his reaſon, but from dillike and 
ie of his Paſſion ; yet 1 wat unwilling to go away abruptly, but ce- 
folved to Anſwer no more to his vain Janglingsz yet be continued preſſing 
me with ſuch ſhameleſs importunity, that in a manner he exforted Words 
from me: when he made a deal of Clamour for an Anſwer to his Argument, 
which he laid he bad written to me; and infalted as if 1 bad nothing to ay; 
N. told him, as. bs fote, he bad given "mn uo Argument Fo Anſwr ; 1bcn, (aid 


he, 4 till form n an "Atgum nt, and put it in 4 Slo geſm; and accordingly | 


be did attempt e: When! heard'i it, J told him, it wass bad Syliogiſm: then 
be covpered it over again, Itold him, it did rot dire cl prove that which 
he undertook to prove, viz, Imparity 2 ordi Paſtors, which I bad de- 
*nyed, and yet I fay the ſame ; for ifhe had argumented according to Rule, 
then his concluſion ſhould have dire@ly OA what I bad denyed; ard 
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kind of 8Sopbiſm, And new after all his drelſing the ſaid Argument and pub⸗ 
liſniog it in print, it labours Rill of the ſame Iobe a.ity - But leati either him⸗ 


felt; or any other, ſhould think, or ſay, that I make bat this a ſhitt to evade 
the dine of this mighty Argument, as unable to yoke with it, J ſhall cake 


ſome attempt upon it, and I hope, the LORD allifling me, 1 thall evidently 
diſcover, at leati to all the judieious, that it is nothing but Wind and V apour, 
And here is his Argument as tramed by himſelt page 26, | 73% 
If the Presbytecians A,. ſwer, calling a Standing Minijiry by Imparit - ( xtr4; 
ordinary and t.mporary, be good and rele vant azainfl Epi eopal: Devine irt ung 
ram the known Iexts in thoſe, Epifties for the ajorcſ 14 Muniflry ; then the ſame 
Aver giv-n by the Quakers Cc. ro 1b. Presbyterians arguing for a Standing 


Muiftry by Parity, and leying on of the Hands of the Presbyiery, is good and rele- 


vant again the Peesbyterians. 


But you ( Fresbyterians) will nor grant this, viz, that the Quakers An- 


ſwer is good and reit vont againfl you, | Fu. 
Therefore you mofl nas. plicad.gbat, viz, that your Anſwer is good and relevant 

again, th: Epiſcopaliaans ) LE 4 4 2280 
Thus we have it ſet before us, and though I dan Anſwer it in a few words; 

yet for making things appear iu their own colour, and that the Strength, or 


rather the Weakneſs of it, may be the more evident I ſhall offer a Parallel 


unto it; The Feu bold chat Moſcs way of Worſhip. is the only true & ſtand⸗ 


ing way, and for this they argue from Scripture; Again, the Chrifiens 


h 1d, that iV Way is done away, and they argue that Chrifs way is the 


only Randing way ef Worſhip ;_ And laſtly, the Turks they atfirm that both 
of theſe ace done away, and Mabomers way isto be obſerved, Suppoſe then 


a Jeu ſhould attack my Adverſary being a Chriftian with this Argument, 


{Fthe Chriftians- Anſwer, ſaying, lat Moſes Standing way of Worſhip in 


donc a nay, bc good and relevant againſt the J-ws arguing from Scripture, for the 


ſaid way, then ibe ſame «Anſwer given by th: Tack to 1he Chriſtian arguing for 


the Standing way of Chriſt, is good and relc vant againft rhe Chriftian, 

But ihe Chriſtian . nor grant this, tb re fore be mult nat pl-ad that. | 

Now, what can my Adverſary Anſwer te this? It his own Argument be 
Unanſwerable, as he ſays it is, theo ſure this is Unanſwerable too; for it is 
exactly paralelled to it in Form, and the ſtrength of it is as great ; mipht not 
then a Jew ſo arguing even confound him. But further, I ſhall make a few 
Obſer ves upon his Argument, before I give a direct Anſwer, 1. He does 
not State a Queilion, nor ſhe what TV, he Impagns, or Prapnog's (nei- 
ther was it ever done by hig in his Diicourſe with me more than what I have 


1 already 


Logic ans make this Kind of Argument, that he uſes, in ſuch a Caſe, te be a 
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ready ſaid) he Rrikes, and does not tell againſt what, that is no fair deals 


ing; It ſeems he leaves us to gather it trom the Conclutivn ot his Argu- 
ment, that he preves Pre:byrerians ſhould not plead that their Anſwer to 


Eplſcopal en iv good and relevant, calling a Standing Miviftry by Impirie 


iy extraordinary and temporary; either it muſt be this, or nothirg; Ard 
it the Prerbyt-r14m give ho ſuch Anſwer as his Werds bear, where is he then 7 


2 ' He lays that Pre, byt riaas give this Anſwer to E piſcopai, Divines ar;us 


ig from Known Texts, &c, Jt bad been fit he had told particularly what 
'thele Texts are, lett be be miſtaken about the Pre,byterian, Anſwet unto 
their arguings trom ſome of theſe Texts, And, | | | 


3. He makes the Q#+ters to Reply againſt a Minifiry by Parity ; whereas, 


'they ace againli 2 Standing Minifiry, whether by Parity or Imparity, as was 
- ſaid before; Wherefgre, it ſeems to concern him and bis Party, as well as 


Presbytcriant, it the Conſequent of his Major be tramed ſuitably to the Ca. 


Ker: Anfwer, it ſhould run thus, ren rhe ſame Anſwwe r given by the Qnakers 


to the Presbyterians and Epiſcopalians arguing for a Standing Mini; is 
good and re le vant againff tb m bath, and if he had not wilfally Concealed lame 


part of the Truth io that Affair, he had futely made it «wn lo, and then what 


an Argument had it been. | 
Theſe Thinps being premiſed, I Anſwer his Argument thus; That ir cons 


eludes nothing egainſi the Presbyterians a7 all; for they plead no fuch thirg as 
he inſipuats in his Cenclufion, and give no fuch Anſwer, as be deceitfulſy 
Frames in his Major, It is a moſt unjuſt Charge for him to ſay that they cal 
„Standing Miniſiry by Imparity extraordinary ard timporery ; I thii k be will 


not affir m that any Presbyterian doth ſay Standing Miniſtry ir 1emperary, that 


ie, 8 Standing Miniſtry is no Standing Miniſiry; He will be aſhzmed te im- 
pute ſuch Nen-ſenfe and Contradiction unto them, But J know be means 


a Standing Miniſtry in the Eprſc-pol-ſenſe, which he ſais Prerbyrerian: call 


extraordinary and temporary Now, what Miniftry is this: It is a Mini- 
fi: y by Pre/ar: B:ſhops having the Sole power of Ordination and juriſdict ion 
abeve Preibyrers ; this muſt be his Standing Miniflry, elſe be is not conſo⸗ 
nant to bimſelf, Now, to fay that Presbjtetian- call this Miniſtry extraordi. 


nary and temporary, is moſt Falſe; - For they Mait tain there never 
Was ſuch a Miniftry Inflitute by CHRIST, or the Apoſtles in Hs Name, and 
that it ovght not to be in the Church of CHRIST, Secing then they nei⸗ 
ther anſ{wer nor plead any ſuch thing as he days, his argument concludes 
nothipg againſt them ; this is ſo clezr and plain, that it may be caſily ſeen, 


that inflead of an argument, which he boaſſs of, as Solid, and Unanſer. 


4e, he hath given us but a piiifull Sepbiſi;, 
| B Before 
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Before it be a True and Regular Syllogiim, he muſt Reform it, and 
Fr ame it according to the Anſwer that is Truly given by the Prerbyicrrans to 
the Ep. ſc:ps/ians arguing tor a Stavding-Prelacyz Thus they argue, e A- 
Paſiies ans Timothy end Titus bad the ſole power of Ordination and Furi;d Hin, 
and were above all ah.r Paſto;s, Theretore there ſhould be flili , in 
the Church, | 

Pre. bytcriens deny the Conſequence, and give this as the Reaſon, the A- 
| poſtles and Evangeliſts, Limothy and Tirus, & were extraordivary Om 
cers, and their Othce was but for a time, not perpetual; Now. if he 
Frame his Argument according te this Anſwer, it will be a little more Ho⸗ 
neſtlike, add thus it will tun. 5 

If the Presbyterians As ſwer, calling ile Apoflles and Evangelins extraors 
disary, and their Office temporary, be good and relevant azainfi Epiſcopal: Dis 
vines, arguing for Stynding:Prelacy ; then the Quakers Reply ro Presbyteri - 
ans gung for a Standing: Grjpc]; Miniſl'y, calling it exirgordinary and tc uipo- 
rary, ii good and relevant again Presbyterians. 

Kur Presbyterians will net gi ant this, th: re fore they muſt not plead that, 

Yet this Argument is ealily Anſwered by denying the Mafor ; becauſe it 
is evidently Falſe and ſo the Strength of it is broken, 

Naw, Iproceed in the Shop- Debate. Whei my Adverſary ioſiſted, talk- | 
ing of the Quakers their Auſwer to the Prerbyterians, I did ſay, that what 
the Quakers /ard on that Head, did militat as much again ſt E piſcopaliars, 45 
Presbyterians; Vor zhey ſpeak againfl a Standing Minifry, and canſequently 
againſt the one as well as the other: To this be Replyed, as in page 27, 
contra argumt ntare non eff reſpon dere. I laid it was aliquan do He laid nun 
quem. He was then in Pafſion; But now when he is, I hope, come to 
himſelf, will he ſay that in no caſe what is alleadged by an Adverlary, may 
be retorted upon himſelf; and that contra argumentare is never reſpond: re, 
Ithiak he will take his Word again; elſe he may be found to fltike againſt 
the moſt infallible Seripture-Examples, 

He adds is the ſame pege, that be told me it was down: right Non-ſenſe ta 
ſay that the Quakers Argusent (which he formerly called Anſwer ) did mi- 

92 litat againſt Epiſcopalians; and how proves he that? For, ſaid he. Epiſeo- 
pal Divines have no more todo, but to tell Quakers ar wel as Presbyterians, 
that they both ſpeak an untruth, when thy call them extraordinary, & c. If this be 
a good proof of bis aſſertion, let any Man of Senſe judge; this is a little 
odd that is ſaid by him, that Epiſcopal Divine have no more io do, but to rel 
Qnakers as wel ar Presbyterians, bat they both ſpeak an untruth, in cal ing oe 

| mothy 
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mothy an Titus extraordinary; he may try the Quakers, and ſee if that will 


latistie them; but for the Presbyrerians, he may knew there is much more to 
do, than to tell them that zhey ſp. ak Untrath; he and his Party mutt alfa 
Cenvinee them from Seripture, which they have never yet done, | 
He fays there, that I denyed 1 had ſaid th: Quakers Anſwer did militat as 
much ag ainfl them, au: I de remember, that onee I ſaid; char the Quakers 
Anſwer, at be Worded it, did not militat againfl the Fpiicopalians et rhe 
Presbyterians ; (tor bis Words are the Anſwer given by the Quakers to Preſs 
bjterians arguing for a Standing Miviftry by Parity, and laying on of the Hands 
of the Presbytery) but I (aid, rh: Quakers Errors were as much againſt thens 
ar the other; and it is one of ibeir Errors to deny a Standirg Mini ry; Wherez 
upon he cryed out, and appealled to Witneſſes, that / had du what I hed 
Jad. form-riy ; but the contrary is evident to any that will conſider the Words 
that I poke. I faid formerly, hat the Quakers Anſwer dork militat both az 
gainft Presbytet ians and Epiſcopalians, b:cauſec they deny a Standing Miritiry; 
and after ward 1 told bim, ide Quakers Anſwer, according to bis report, did not 
militat again the Epiſcopalians, Ce. And both ef theſe are true ; and the 


one is not a denyal of the other; But the truth is, though this D/vinc be a 


long man, yet he is ſometimes ſo ſhort, that he ſpeaks without conſidering 
what he ſpeaks ; yea ſometimes he ſpeaks amiſs, as when he ſays that I re- 
irati:d with the ſame breath what I tad ſaid about rhe Qnakers Errors; which I 
never did, 


That which is ſabjoined in the 25 page, brings to my Mind that he fell a 


Commending himſelf at an high Rate, as ene that had great Learning, Un 
derflanding and kill 10 Foil bis Adverſaries, that ths Strength of his Arguz 
ment fer an Imparity ameny ordinary Paſtors, vas ſuch, as none were able io land 
before it; for me and oibersof my Kind be undervaluedus; for he knew mere than 
we , &c, when he had thus, fer a while abounded in his Vain-gloria- 
tion; I ſaid, the Scripture ſpeaks of a man Miſe in bir own Concen (I did 
not then quote the place, but it is in Prov. 26, 12) this I ſaw inflamed him 
yet more; wherefore without gainsfaying, I let him blaſter it out, that he 
Was not the man. 

He tells of a Laick preſent, who ſaid he was not Learned, and per under- 
flood what was ſ2id &e, I do indeed remember there was a Gentleman in the 


Shop (be was not preſene at the beginning, but came inafterward.) and 
he ſpake ſome words ſeemingly in Favours of my Adverfary ; but Ibeing 


uncertain whether he ſpake in Jef} or Earneſt, I did nat me dale with him, 
The very Words he ſpake I have forgotten; but I think my Advet ſary in his 
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report of them, wrongs the Gentleman in two Things, 1, Ia giving it o, 
that the Gentleman cleared bim / b-1mg uin bis ows concrit, which all thz . 
Wo id caunotclear um of; for out of the abun lance of the Hart the Mouth . 
Jpcakribys And by his printed Pamphlet, he makes a further Ducovery ef 
tymiclf., 2 In making the Gentleman to have affirmed that as Truh, which 
at le all was Uacertain, if not Falſe, viz, That be is wiſe in the eyes and opinion 
of all us that hear bim; I his I ſay was Un certain, if not Falſe; for there were 
ſome at the Door, that heard as well as the Gentleman; and he had then 
no acce is co know their Sentiments, for 1 was between him and them, and 
they gave him no Signitication of any ſuch thing. Now I cannot think the 
entje man Was ſo rah and ine onſiderat; wherefore I apprehend my Ad- 
verſary has wronged him. | EY 
After ſome little Pauſe, he ſaid be could eaſily prove, that even rhe A po- 
ſtles were not exiraordinary Officers in the Church ;,, that be had ſeem 8 Book of once. 
Mr, Vetch (in page 20. of his Pamphlet, he Names Mr, William Veich Mi- 
nifter at Dem/rciz, but he is miſtaken.) wherein, ſaid he, it is proven by un in 
Swe table Arguments, that the Apoſtles Office did not conſiſt in their exiraordi;. 
atm Quelifications; burthat be did not agree with th: Author in p acting ih: na. 
tyre of be A peſtles Office in their Power of Buil ling the Church of CHRIST 
or Iristing it ex (tata pollibilitatis in ſtatum exiſtentiæ, Secauſe be f, . 
Clurch : xiſient in tbe firſt Choptcr of the AA:. | | 5 
This I took at ſpoken in a way of curſory Diſcourſe, and faid, I bad not. 
ſeen that Bouk of Mr. YVerchts z whereupen he left off to ſpeak mare of it. 
Bat in the 28 page ot hi- Pamphlet, he tells that he proponcd an Argument 
to me, to which I Rep ye noi one Syllable, This I knew not before, but now. 
when he has been at pains to Frame it as well as he can; and to fend it abruad 
to the Wer ld, it were pity to let it go without ſome notice; and he ſets ii 
dowa as follows, | | 
If the Apoſtl:s, an] Timothy «ud Titus, were extraordinary Officers of the 
Church; them it is ether b-cauſ* tb:ir Office did couſiſi in their extraurdinar) 7 
lific it ion, aud gifts, irmnediat mien. &e, Or, b:cauſe it conſiſted in ibe Ar; 
chit Conical pow'r of bui'ding th: Church i that is, at be explaiss it, their educiug 
euch ex ſtolu poſſibilitatis in ſtatum exiſtentiæ. | 
But not in th Hr, becauſe of Mr, Veteh's Reaſ:ns &c, Nor yet inthe Taft, 
E b. cuſs br ſors thers war a Churchin Ad, 1. Therefore, they were, not extraordis 
| nary Officers | Sw 
Unto this Argument I Anſwer, by denying 1he major ſimpliciter ; for the A- 
poltles were extraordinary, but not upon any of theſe accounts that be RE | 


— 


tions; Not the firſt, becanſe Qualifications for a Sacred OtFce, ar da Call 


to it do not conſlitute the Otice it felt, either in w hole, or in part. Not 
upon the account of the fecunc, as heexplans it, viz, #h: ir cducing 0 ths 
Church ex liaty poſſibilitatis, Cc. tor it the Chur ch be contidered imply in it 
felt the Apetiles brougbt ic not uuto its firtt exitterce ; there having been a 
Church exiitent long before the Apcliles, as well as in A fr 1. wheretcre 
there is juit cauſe to deny the Major, And this Prupotitien being calteny 

the whole Superſttucture ef his Argument is overtar,ed It any ask, 


upon what acc@unt the apoſites were ex:ra@idinary 7 Iantwer opon- 
the account of theſe things complexly taken viz, Ilir cxrreorumnary 


Qualifications and Gifrs, their extraordinary Muyſion, or Call; and thor (x5 


ir ordinary Office, and Work, The firſt two, /g. heir Qua/1ficatiim and 


Miſſion, though theſe do not canliitute any part of their Othc as in his Ma + 
jor; yet they contribute unto the Specification both of the Ottice, and Of- 
fice Bearers, For the third, viz. Their extraordinary Office, and the Work 
thereof; It conſiſted in titir  Archit:Fonick prower or buriding the Cburib of 
CHRIST, to wit, tbcir. ciucing the Chriſtian Church conſiſting of Jews and 
Gentiles er CHRISTy sſcenſiinex ſtatu poſſibilitatis in Ratum exiftentiz ; 
their Inſtituting ( by power from CHRIST, and in Hi, Name) New Offices 
in the Church, and appsiuting New O. fice: bearers, their ſerting up and «ſtabliſh; 
ing 1b: Order and Oc cone mie of the Clurch of the New Teſtament, tb preſcribe 
ing wnalterable Rul-s for Gon: rning off the Church:'s «f CHRIST tothe WY rids 
end; Intheir Preaching infalihle Dr irine, and confirming it by Miracl's ; and 
in their Teaching. Beptizing, Ordeining of Church o ficers, and th: ir ſupreaur 
S piritual Fur iſdittios in all place s u bere ver they could go. without b ing fed to 
any Ci. y, Province, Countrey, Kingdom, or Quarter of the Earth, Now, in 
reſpe ct of theſe put togetber,. the Apoſtles were extraordinary Office-bears 
ers in the Church, and there in they had no Succeſſours, 


As fer Timothy and Titus, whom my Adverſary draws in by eonſequence 


into his Argument; they alſo (though not aſtogether upon the tame ſcore 


with the A poſtles) were extraordinary Oifice- bearers in the primitive 


Church; and his Argument is nothing to the purpoſe as to them; where- 
fore 1 ſhall leave is, and return to the Shop-buſineſs, 


When Thad told this Divine, that I had not ſeen Mr Y-rch's Book. acT- 


binted before, be inffted no. forther upon that Head, but drew breath a 
little; whereupon I turned my Face to the Door, deſigning to leave him 
But before I ſtitred from the place, there was a ſudden Eruprien ef Wind 
and Fire: Iwill prove, ſaid he, againſt yen, rhere is =o Imparity am,ng Churcb- 


offers of the ſame Kind and Office, When I ſaw bim thus tranſported, 2 
| that : 


_ 
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that he defigned nothing but jangling and Inſulting, I reſolved to be filene; 
and to contend with him no more, However he proceeded ; T:morby and 
Tuus, laid he, w-re Evangeiiſts, as you jay ; and they had Sole power of Ori- 
nation and Furiſortion, But Philip whors called an Evargeliſt, had no ſuch 
Power; but only a Power of Pr: acting and Biptiæing; therefor: there is Impar i⸗ 
ty among Church:officers of the ſame Mind. ; 5 | 

As I had retolved, ſo I kept ſilence, my Back being turned to kim, and 
my Face to the Door. Then he inſulted and reflected till at laii I could not 
forbear to turn about to him, and check him for his Rudeneſs; be ſays, I 
did, ina menn:r crow over lis; but truly my crowing could ſcaree be beard 
for the noiſe of his bark ng. When he urged me again and again to 
ſpeak in Anſwer unto bim, I faid, Php had all the ſame Power that Timothy 
and Titus 54d ; he ſays I affered an argument to prove it, though it was but 
my anſwer to his argument, and a Negation of the Miner thereef, I was. 
about to add ſomething more, but indeed he interrupted me without Pati⸗ 
ence to hear what I was to ſay; Herold me I coauid not form an arg um nt, he 
would do it or me, and anſwer it when he had done; and accordingly he went 
on : Ithought with my (elf, it w as but folly to ſtrive with him: and fo llet- 
him ſay what he pleaſed, But he was greatly miſtaken of. my Deſign; for 
that which I was going to ſay, when he ſtopt me, was this; 1hat it is clerr 
Philip was an Evarg:lifliand if be bad no mere Power but only to Preach and Rap: 
rie { according to his argument) then ihe mean:ſt Paroch paſtor har ar much 
Power as he bad, This he did not wait to hear; he anſwered the Matter be- 
fore he beard it, as if he bad krawn what I had in my Mind, better than I 
knew it my ſelf; Let him conſider that Scripture, Prov. 18. 13. He that an- 
fwrrs a matter before be hears it, it is folly, and ſhame unto him. 

However, be ſays I infifted to argue, Cc. I do remember when he inſiſted 
in his own way, talking of the Pewer that Timotiy and Titus were inveſted 
with above the Paſtors of Eph:ſur and Crete: I did ſay it agreed to them as 
Evangeliſts: and hedenyirg it, I ſaid, there is ne other Confideration can be 


aſſigned under which it did agreed to them: I'deny that, ſaid he, for it agreed. 


to them as Biſhops of Ee, ſus and Crere: To which Irejoined, 1bcy were 
not Biſhops of Epheſus and Crete; apd therefore it did not agree to th: m ar ſuch, 


In the mean time, while I was ſpeaking theſe Words, a Gentleman, whom 
'Tknew not, ſaid to me, Cauſe bim prove 1h:y were Biſhops of Epheſus & Crete; 
be has ſaid they were fo, and 8, firmanti incumbu probatio; M heteupon my Ad- 


verſary tut ned upon him, and bawld a while againſt him; untill either he, or 


| ſome other Gentleman preſent, ſaid very gravely, «ſe rhings ſhould uct be des 


bete 
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bated is a Publick. Shop, but in another place ; and with theſe Words the Storm 
was laid: for the Epilcopal-Divine laid no more that Theaid; aud fo I had 
Liberty to come away, | | 


Thus 1 bave given an account ef that Debate in the Shop, and ſo far as 7 
remember, it is according to Truth, What the Sentiments of any preſens 
were, they know bett themſelves ; they ſaw 7 coold not hold op with him in 
Railing and Rantiog. 1corfels 1 never had the Art of Scolding and Bawl- 
ing; but this Mao has ſuch a way ef it, that when he falls upon it, there is 
Do ſtanding before bim by thoſe that cannot Bawl and Banter it again, I 
bave conſidered that part of his Pamphlet which concerns my ſelf from page 
22 to pg. 30 at leaſ the moſt material things therein; his perſonal Re fle- 
ctions [let them paſs without regard. 1a the reſt of his Pamphlet, viz, from 
the beginning to page 22. and from page 30 to the end, be directly levels as 
gainſt ſome others than me; therefore I ſhall not take on me to anſwer the ſame: 
but 1 hope theſe Worthy⸗men concerned will not let him go with his Beaſt - 
ing without Control. He does in a manner bid a Defiance to rhe whole Com- 
m [ſion of the General A fſ:mbly ;. but let him try ii when he will, he may find 
that one ef them is enough for him and all bis Arguments, 
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